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PER CURI AM

Plaintiff-Appellant Steve Wnter brought suit in North
Carolina state court agai nst nore than twenty def endants, including
individuals and internet service providers (“I1SPs”), alleging
various injuries based on defendants’ internet activities.

The defendants renoved the case to the District Court for the
Mddle District of North Carolina, based on the presence of a
federal question. The district court denied Wnter’s notion to
remand the entire case to state court, dism ssed certain defendants
for lack of personal jurisdiction, and held that certain other
def endants were immune fromsuit under 47 U.S.C. § 230.2

As a result of the district court’s procedural rulings, no
questions of federal law remained in the case. The district court
therefore remanded the remai ning i ssues to state court.

Wnter tinely appeal s the district court’s deci sions declining
to remand the entire case to state court, dismssing certain
defendants for |ack of personal jurisdiction, and hol ding that
certain other defendants were inmune from suit pursuant to 47

U S C § 230.

Wnter attenpts to hold the ISP defendants I|iable for
all egedly hosting nmaterials on the internet that Wnter clains
caused him harm As the district court held, 47 US. C § 230
expressly grants immunity to the | SP defendants for these all eged
actions. See Zeran v. Anerica Online, Inc., 129 F. 3d 327, 330 (4th
Cr. 1997).




After reviewing the briefs and record in this case, we find no
reversible error. Therefore, we affirmon the basis of the well -

reasoned opinions of the district court. See Wnter v. Bassett,

No. 1:02cv00382 (M D.N. C. August 19, 2003); Wnter v. Bassett, No.

1:02cv00382 (M D.N. C. August 22, 2003).
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